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DETAILED ACTION 
Continued Examination Under 37 CFR 1.114 

1 . A request for continued examination under 37 CFR 1.114, including tine fee set fortli in 
37 CFR 1 .17(e), was filed in this application after final rejection. Since this application is 
eligible for continued examination under 37 CFR 1 .114, and the fee set forth in 37 CFR 1.17(e) 
has been timely paid, the finality of the previous Office action has been withdrawn pursuant to 
37 CFR 1.114. Applicant's submission filed on November 3, 2007 has been entered. 



Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

2. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set forth in section 
1 02 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and the prior art are such that the 
subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the invention was made to a person having ordinary sl<ill 
in the art to which said subject matter pertains. Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the 
invention was made. 



3. Claims 1, 4-12, and 29-34 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable 
over Burke (US 6,112,191), in view of Barton (US 6,164,533). 

Regarding claims 1 and 30, Burke discloses a method for effectuating an investment 
including completing a point-of-sale transaction by a user at a point-of-sale location (col. 2 line 
55+) using an electronic payment method associated with a purchasing or savings account 
(col. 6 line 62+), receiving by a computer a request to complete an on-demand investment 
transaction (deposit/distribution into bank or other account is an investment, col. 6 line 65+, 
col. 8 line 1+) after completion of the point-of-sale transaction (pos transaction over once funds 
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are allocated to purchase and change is determined, col. 6 line 62+), identifying by the 
computer investment preference information associated with the user in response to receiving 
the request wherein the preference information includes the purchasing or savings account 
(col. 5 line 63+, col. 7 line 63+), and causing by the computer funds relating to the investment 
amount to be transferred from the purchasing or savings account to an investment account 
(col. 8 line 1+, Figs. 4A-4C). 

The disclosure of Burke does not specifically teach that the investment-preference 
information includes any predetermined monetary investment amount for the on-demand 
investment, as the investment amount in the method of Burke is specified at the point-of-sale 
location at the time of the sale. 

However, Barton discloses a similar method of investment, which shows that the 
investment-preference information includes a predetermined monetary investment amount for 
the on-demand investment. See, in particular, column 5, lines 44-50. 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art, at the time of the 
invention, to have modified the method of Burke so as to include in the investment-preference 
information a predetermined monetary investment amount for the on-demand investment, in 
accordance with the teachings of Barton, in order to assist a user in achieving a budgeted 
investment goal by suggesting a default investment amount with each purchase being made. 

Regarding claim 4, the method of Burke further comprises the step of temporarily 
accumulating the on-demand investment requests until a predetermined completion time. See, 
in particular, column 3, lines 4-13. 
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Regarding claims 5-8, Burke does not disclose any investment limit/maximum, thus 
does not disclose accommodating an investment limit/maximum by including an investment 
total and a predetermined investment limit in the investment-preference information and, if the 
on-demand investment request would cause the limit/maximum to be exceeded, avoiding 
exceeding the maximum by either canceling the on-demand investment request or rolling the 
on-demand investment request over to a secondary/alternate investment account. However, 
Barton discloses a similar method of investment, which method indeed includes contributing 
the on-demand investment request to an investment account having a limit/maximum (an IRA). 
See, in particular, column 5, lines 44-50. Since canceling a deposit or rolling it over to a 
secondary/alternative account are self-evident and well known, hence obvious, steps to 
perform in order to avoid exceeding a limit/maximum of an investment account having a 
limit/maximum, such as an IRA, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art, at 
the time of the invention, to have modified the method of Burke so as to invest in an account 
having an investment limit/maximum, in accordance with the teachings of Barton, and to 
accommodate the investment limit/maximum by not exceeding it, by including an investment 
total and a predetermined investment limit in the investment-preference information and, if the 
on-demand investment request would cause the limit/maximum to be exceeded, avoiding 
exceeding the maximum by either canceling the on-demand investment request or rolling the 
on-demand investment request over to a secondary or alternate investment account, as is self- 
evident and well known to do, in order to obey the law by complying with limits/maximums 
imposed on certain investment accounts, such as IRAs, by the law, and since so-doing could 



Application/Control Number: 10/068,542 Page 5 

Art Unit: 3627 

be performed readily and easily by any person of ordinary skill in the art, with neither undue 
experimentation, nor risk of unexpected results. 

Regarding claims 9-11, the method of Burke comprises associating a purchasing 
account with an investment account and using either the purchasing account or a source other 
than the purchasing account to contribute to the investment account. See, in particular, 
column 12, lines 11-16. 

Regarding claim 12, the method of Burke includes receiving, from the purchaser at the 
point-of-sale location, a. request to specify the monetary investment amount. Therefore, the 
combination described above with respect to claim 1 would inherently include the step of 
receiving, from the purchaser at the point-of-sale location, a request to modify the 
predetermined monetary investment amount, since simply specifying an amount is equivalent 
to modifying a predetermined amount of zero to any non-zero amount. 

Regarding claim 13, the method of Burke includes adding the investment amount to a 
transaction amount, during processing of a point-of-sale transaction. Therefore, the 
combination described above with respect to claim 1 would inherently include the step of 
adding the predetermined dollar investment amount to the transaction amount, during 
processing of the point-of-sale transaction. 

Regarding claim 29, the method of Burke includes a first investment account and a 
second investment account and automatically contributes the investment to each account 
without regard to whether or not other attempts to other accounts failed. 
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Regarding claim 32, tlie predetermined amount of money could be determined in a 
variety of ways (selecting a given amount, a percentage of the transaction, etc.) and the 
particular means selected would be a matter of design choice. 

Regarding claims 33 and 34, the payment method includes a credit card, a debit card, 
etc. (col. 6 line 60+) and the purchasing account could include a checking account, savings 
account, etc. 

Response to Arguments 

4. Applicant's arguments filed November 30, 2007 have been fully considered but they are 
not persuasive. Applicant argues that the prior art references do not disclose all the claimed 
features of the instant invention and that there is no motivation to combine the references. In 
particular, it is argued that the Burke reference does not show the point-of-sale and investment 
transactions to be separate transactions, the accumulation of investment requests, or an on- 
demand investment. 

The examiner disagrees and stands by the rejection. As pointed out in the rejection 
above, deposits into bank accounts or other accounts, as disclosed by Burke, are considered 
to be investment transactions. Also, Burke discloses that investment requests can be 
accumulated and sent in a batch form (col. 3 line 4+, col. 6 line 42+). Lastly, as discussed in 
the rejection above, Burke shows the investment transaction occurring after completion of the 
point-of-sale transaction, which is taken to be the point at which funds are allocated for the pos 
purchase and change is determined, which is then directed toward the investment transaction. 
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Conclusion 

5. Any inquiry concerning tliis communication or earlier communications from tine 
examiner should be directed to CHRISTOPHER R. BUCHANAN whose telephone number is 
(571)272-8134. The examiner can normally be reached on Mon.-Fri. 9:00am - 5:30pm. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Ryan Zeender can be reached on 571-272-6790. The fax phone number for the 
organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the Patent 
Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for published applications 
may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. Status information for unpublished 
applications is available through Private PAIR only. For more information about the PAIR 
system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should you have questions on access to the Private 
PAIR system, contact the Electronic Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you 
would like assistance from a USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the 
automated information system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 

CB 

IF. Ryan Zeender/ 

Supervisory Patent Examiner, Art Unit 3627 



